Ohe Fortnightly 


OF THE CHICAGO DENTAL SOCIETY 
SPECIAL LABORATORY ISSUE 


Special 


JIssue 


Vol. 24, 
No. 8-A 
Oct. 29, 1952 


Laboratory 


Officers 


Directors 


Harry W. Chronquist North Suburban, 


James H. Keith President 
Elmer Ebert President-Elect 
Gustav W. Solfronk Vice-President 
Samuel R. Kleiman Secretary 
Walter E. Dundon Treasurer 


1953 
Milton Cruse Englewood, 1953 
Robert L. Kreiner Kenwood, 1954 
L. G. Bettenhausen South Suburban, 1954 
A. J. Sells West Side, 1954 
Walter J. Nock North Side, 1955 
B. Placek Northwest Side, 1955 
William O. Vopata West Suburban, 1955 
Edward J. Sullivan Editor 


Committee 


William R. Gubbins, Chairman, 
Joseph T. Brophy, Vice-Chairman, 


C. E. Bancherel, 

W. Otto Brasmer, 
Earl S. Elman, 
Frank A. Farrell, 
Benjamin M. Gillmeister, 
Harry A. Hartley, 
James J. Kohout, 
James N. Lynch, 
Robert G. Pinkerton, 
Samuel M. Rakow, 
Robert V. Riemer, 
William F. Tolar, 
Herman R. Wenger, 


Legislative and Law Enforcement 


1954 
1953 


1953 
1953 
1955 
1955 
1954 
1955 
1953 
1955 
1954 
1953 
1954 
1954 
1955 


Edgar T. Stephens, Program Director 


sideration for publication. 


5,300 copies. 


Contributions: Manuscripts should be typewritten, double spaced, and the original copy should be submitted. 
Every effort will be made to return unused manuscripts, if request is made, but no responsibility can be accepted 
for failure to do so. Anonymous communications will receive no consideration whatever. 


Manuscripts and news items of interest to the membership of the society are solicited. 


Forms close on the first and fifteenth of each month. The early submission of material will insure more con- 


Published semi-monthly by the Chicago Dental Society. Publishing, Editorial and Advertising Office: 30 North 
‘Michigan Avenue, Chicago 2, RAndolph 6-4076. Annual subscription $2.50; single copies 15 cents; circulation 


1 


4 
‘ 
j 
a 
a 


foreword 


ince the inception of the Chicago Dental Society’s lawsuit 
S against the illegal laboratories two years ago, volumes of data 
pertaining to the suit have been presented in the pages of the 
Fortnightly Review for the edification of its readers. Other lesser 
volumes have passed into the files of the Chicago Dental Society 
after having been perused by the officers, board members and the 
Legislative and Law Enforcement Committee. To bring all this sub- 
ject matter to the fore would serve no useful purpose, but a summary 
of it presented in chronological order and, augmented by the lucid 
commentary of the Editor, should bring home to the members of the 
Society, and other readers of this magazine, the impact of this, 
the most discussed venture in Society history. 


It is hoped that this special issue will be of sufficient value and 
have sufficient appeal for each member of the Society to read from 
cover to cover and then keep on hand for future reference. 


James H. Keith, President 
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he profession of dentistry did not 

begin to emerge from the craft stage 

until a little over a hundred years 
ago. At that time, it gradually became 
apparent to the public that dentistry had 
much to offer as a health measure and 
the status of the dentist began to im- 
prove. During the first half of these 
hundred years, every phase of dental 
practice and the actual fabrication of all 
dental work was performed by the dentist 
himself. By the turn of the century, it 
had become apparent that the efficiency 
of the dentist could be improved by the 
employment of auxiliary aids, and the 
dental assistant and laboratory tech- 
nicians came into being. Originally the 
technician was hired and trained by a 
dentist, and under his direction did some 
of the processing of work connected with 
prosthetics. Gradually, as this practice 
became more common, dentists who 
could not afford to have their own tech- 
nician grouped together and employed 
one or two men to help. Eventually, expe- 
rienced technicians grouped together and 
started a laboratory of their own and 
from this has evolved the commercial 
dental laboratory as we know it today. 


THE GROWTH OF 
DENTAL LABORATORIES 


The growth of these laboratories has 
been astounding, and there is no doubt 
but that they are here to stay. 


While statistics that would accurately 
portray the growth of dental laboratories 
throughout the United States are not 
available, estimates made both by dentists 
who have been close to national labora- 
tory organizations for the past three 
decades and by laboratory owners ac- 
tive in these groups for at least as long 
would indicate a vast expansion in the 
number of technicians employed and in 
the amounts of money channelled to the 
ethical laboratories via the dental offices. 

The relation between the dental pro- 
fession and the dental laboratory has al- 
ways been good. Most laboratories have 
cooperated with the profession whole- 
heartedly, conducting their business on a 
high plane, employing skilled technicians 
and producing quality work. These insti- 
tutions have abided by their national 
organization’s rules, and have prospered 
along with dentistry. Their future ap- 
pears excellent, for the present day tech- 
nics of prosthetics call for exacting dental 
materials and elaborate equipment, im- 
practical for the average dental office. 


THE LABORATORY ASSOCIATION 


Many of the difficulties that existed 
between the profession and the craft 
were due to the lack of a unified national 
organization of the commercial dental 
laboratories, and the fact that the two 
national organizations that did exist were 
in opposition to one another. The Amer- 
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ican Dental Association continued to 
urge unification, and finally in Septem- 
ber, 1951, the National Association of 
Dental Laboratories was formed with the 
objective “to uphold and advance the 
dignity, honor and efficiency of those 
engaged as operators of dental labora- 
tories, to advance their standards of 
service to the dental profession and to 
establish cooperation among its mem- 
bers,” have “strict adherence and com- 
pliance with the laws relating to the 
regulation of the industry” and to help 
“in the adoption of new laws whenever 
they appear necessary to promote the best 
interests of the public health and wel- 
fare.” The by-laws also state that 
“members shall not render, or aid others 
in rendering, any service directly to the 
public.” So far, a total of 40 state and 
regional laboratory associations, repre- 
senting over one-third of the dental 
laboratory owners, have joined the new 
association. This organization deserves 
our fullest cooperation and help, and 
should be encouraged. 

Fortunately, a large percentage of 
those laboratories not belonging to the 
National Association of Dental Labora- 
tories adhere strictly to the standards of 
an ethical business. However, it is a 
known fact that many laboratories do 
poor work, use inferior materials, employ 
unskilled technicians, and even carry on 
the illegal practice of dentistry. This 
practice is commonly called “bootleg 
dentistry” and is a black eye to the pro- 
fession and to the ethical laboratories. 


THE ILLEGAL OPERATORS 


The illegal practice of dentistry reached 
a peak prior to 1942 with the sale of “mail 
order dentures.” Under this system, pros- 
thetic appliances were constructed by un- 
licensed practititioners from impressions 
taken by the patient. Advertisements 
were found in national and local publica- 
tions and the making of dentures took on 
a carnival effect. The American Dental 
Association fought this problem and 
finally in 1942 the Congress of the United 
States enacted Public Law 843 to pro- 
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hibit “mail order dentures.” A United 
States Supreme Court decision in 1945 
upheld this statute and for all practical 
purposes, “bootleg dentistry” or “bush- 
whacking” as it is sometimes called was 
partially licked. The illegal laboratories 
soon found loopholes in the law, and it 
was some time before the complete mail 
order business cleared up. However, the 
illegal practice itself has continued in 
many states, and is being practiced by 
dental laboratory technicians, commer- 
cial dental laboratories, and dental 
mechanics. The exact amount of this 
business now transpiring is not known, 
but is no doubt tremendous. We must 
focus our attention on the serious effects 
that this practice will have on the public 
health of our citizens. Dentistry has for 
years maintained a serious and profes- 
sional approach to the public, always 
striving to build up confidence and trust 
between the public and the dentist. As a 
result of this attitude, we have been re- 
garded as an integral part of our com- 
munity, hard-working, dependable, and 
usually a credit to our profession and our 
way of life. The illegal practice of den- 
tistry is doing more to destroy the public 
confidence in dentistry than anything 
before in history. A recent golf outing of 
a local organization proved embarrassing 
to one of our members when a “bootleg 
laboratory” man down the street from 
him was called “Doc” and was included 
in discussiorts the same as though he were 
a dentist. Telephone calls to the Chicago 
Dental Society frequently ask if we can 
recommend a good laboratory for the 
fabrication of false teeth or if we can 
intercede with a laboratory regarding 
fees or workmanship. 

The responsibility for the present mess 
cannot be laid upon any one person or 
groups, but rather on the population as 
a whole. As long as we are bound to have 
dishonest individuals we will always 
have leeches and parasites on the fringe 
of society. This, coupled with the natural 
tendency of the public to get something 
for nothing, has actually created ur 
present problem. What then are we to 
do about it? 


THE A.D.A.’S ATTITUDE 


The American Dental Association still 
feels that the solution to the illegal den- 
tal practice should be at the state level, 
and believes the general approach should 
be through legislation of sufficient 
strength, with adequate penalties to 
deter violators. They also feel that “to 
such a general approach must be added 
specific programs which involve the edu- 
cation of the public to seek dental care 
only from qualified dental practitioners, 
the raising of standards in the dental 
laboratory craft, the support of the 
ethical dental laboratories by the dental 
profession, the vigilance of all dentists in 
regard to their own relations with the 
public and with dental laboratories and 
dental laboratory technicians and the 
calling to the attention of law enforce- 
ment officers the threat inherent in illegal 
dental practice to the health of the 
public.” The need of adequate legisla- 
tion can be seen in the case of a St. Louis 
dental technician and _packinghouse 
worker who was sentenced to only go 
days in the City Workhouse and fined 
only $100 after pleading guilty of prac- 
ticing dentistry without a state license. 
Arrested after injuring a man in the ex- 
traction of a tooth, this individual told 
police that he had been extracting teeth 
for eight months although he is not a 
dentist and has never attended a dental 
school. He stated that his principal busi- 
ness was the extraction of teeth and the 
making of crowns and dentures. 

Much has been said about the registra- 
tion and licensure of dental laboratories 
and dental laboratory technicians, but 
the A.D.A. vigorously opposes this plan 
on the basis that licensure is reserved for 
those practicing a profession dedicated 
to the service of the public; that legal 
recognition would only confuse the public 
into believing that dental laboratory tech- 
nicians are qualified to deal directly with 
the public; and that separate statutes 
and examining boards would only lead 
eventually to direct service to the public. 
The A.D.A. would much rather have the 
accreditation of dental laboratories 


wherein a dental society would recognize 
by accreditation those laboratories which 
voluntarily meet definite standards and 
requirements. This naturally brings up 
the problem of unionization of dental 
laboratory technicians, of which the 
A.D.A. has this to say, “The unionization 
of dental laboratory technicians is not a 
problem with which the dental profession 
will, or should, concern itself unless there 
is interference with the right of the dental 
profession to fulfill its own obligation to 
the dental health of the public.” 


OUR PROBLEMS 


The main problems in defeating the 
illegal laboratories and operators of 
dentistry are; (1) Is the present State of 
Illinois Dental Practice Act correctly 
worded to enable proper policing of the 
act itself? (2) Are the penalties for break- 
ing the act sufficient to make it dis- 
tinctly unattractive for a violator to prac- 
tice dentistry? (3) Are the agencies 
charged with the prosecution of the Act 
capable of enforcing it? (4) Is it possible 
to lick this problem at a local level? (5) 
What are other state and local societies 
doing about their illegal practitioners of 
dentistry? (6) Last and most important 
as far as we are concerned; what is the 
Chicago Dental Society doing about it? 


The Illinois Dental Practice Act as 
it is today is in all probability sufficiently 
strong to control the illegal practice of 
dentistry if the act itself were properly 
enforced. State politics now enters the 
picture and the question is raised as to 
whether or not the Department of 
Registration and Education is sufficiently 
strong in itself to enforce the act. Some 
points of the Act may or may not be 
unconstitutional and can only be clarified 
by a legal decision. The fact remains, 
however, that the Dental Practice Act 
should be re-examined if necessary. 


The next point to consider would be 
the agency charged with the enforcement 
of the Dental Practice Act, namely the 
Department of Registration and Educa- 
tion of the State of Illinois. The Director 
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of this Department is Mr. Hobart Engle. 
Mr. Engle has offered the following ad- 
vice to us: to inaugurate a yearly registra- 
tion of dentists to keep track of the 
profession and to take in more money to 
be spent on dental violators; (Mr. Engle 
can make no guarantee however that 
dental registration monies will be allotted 
to dental problems) ; to advise our mem- 
bers to obtain the names of persons hav- 
ing gone to dental laboratories and who 
will testify in court; and to wait for the 
results of the legal suit now under way. 

Many attempts have been made to 
lick this laboratory situation on a local 
level. The Corporation Council of the 
city of Chicago has ruled that this is not 
a “home rule” problem and must be 
handled on the state level, laying it right 
back in the lap of the Department of 
Registration and Education. Negotiations 
are now under way with the Department 
of Health of the city of Chicago to see if 
any avenue of action presents itself in 
that field. 

Other state and local societies have 
done little or nothing to combat the 
illegal practice of dentistry, and have 
waited for the outcome of the “Chicago 
experiment.” There seems to be no doubt 
that Chicago is the center of the illegal 
labs, and what happens in Chicago will 
set the precedent for the rest of the 
United States. One case of interest arose 
in Scott County, Iowa, involving an 
advertising laboratory, the case being en- 
titled: State of Iowa v. B. E. Childs 
doing business as Childs Dental Labora- 
tory. The decree entered by the Iowa 
court is broad in its language and cer- 
tainly hits a hard blow at the advertising 
laboratory business. However, the case 
would be of greater significance if the 
defendant had appeared in court to con- 
test the charges made by the Commis- 
sioner of Public Health. It so happens 
that the defendant did not appear and 
did not offer any evidence in his own 
behalf. The entire matter was handled 
as a default case. This circumstance 
weakens the decision considerably and it 
would hardly be taken as a precedent by 
any court outside the State of Iowa. 


6 


THE CHICAGO DENTAL SOCIETY ACTS 


The most important question would 
then be—what is the Chicago Dental So- 
ciety doing about the illegal laboratory 
situation? 

Long cognizant of the conditions exist- 
ing in the illegal laboratory situation, the 
Chicago Dental Society helped consider- 
ably to defeat the mail order rackets. 
This more or less continued over into the 
beginning of our present status and the 
various committees of the past continued 
to function, especially the Legislation and 
Law Enforcement Committee. As the 
illegal operators became more numerous 
and stronger, the Chicago Dental Society 
pressed the law enforcement agencies for 
action but were continually ignored and 
our pleas neglected. Finally out of des- 
peration, the Chicago Dental Society in 
October 1950 brought action seeking a 
permanent injunction against the adver- 
tising laboratories. Also included in the 
case was the R. R. Donnelley Company, 
publishers of the Chicago Red Book 
Telephone directory which carries adver- 
tisements of the laboratories. This com- 
pany refused to discontinue the adver- 
tisements unless ordered by a court to 
do so. The body and sequence of the 
suit is as follows: 

1. The Chicago Dental Society ac- 
cused certain labs of a variety of infrac- 
tions of the Dental Practice Act, and asks 
the court to enjoin them from operating 
in these illegal ways. 

2. The accused laboratories say that 

(a) We cannot sue them under the 
Illinois Dental Practice Act as it is un- 
constitutional and 

(b) We cannot group them together 
in one suit. Some are accused of acts 
perpetrated by others and to be correct, 
we must state on what violations each 
laboratory is guilty. 

(c) Donnelleys should not be included 
in the suit. 

3. Judge Epstein of the Superior 
Court said that under (a) the act is con- 
stitutional and (b) the laboratories are 
right, and the complaint should be re- 
written to accuse each laboratory of 


specific violations. Under (c) Donnelleys 
cannot be responsible for all of the 
thousands of firms and individuals that 
advertise in the Red Book and they are 
dismissed from the case. 

4. We made an agreement with Don- 
nelleys not to appeal the decision if they 
would agree to abide by the ultimate de- 
cision of the Judge against the labora- 
tories and Donnelleys agreed. Under (b) 
the complaint was rewritten to set forth 
the claims of violations for each separate 
laboratory. The original thirty-six page 
complaint now became two hundred and 
sixty-four pages. This was filed in June, 
1951 and substantially all defendants filed 
motions to strike the amended complaint 
and to dismiss the case. 

5. In September, 1951 all cases previ- 
ously assigned to Judge Epstein were 
transferred to the calendar of Judge John 
F. Haas. The legal sufficiency of the 
amended complaint was argued and 
briefs submitted. Judge Haas sustained 
the position of the Chicago Dental So- 
ciety on all points but one, technical in 
nature, and he then referred the case to 
Master in Chancery Frank S. Righeimer, 
Jr., for the taking of testimony. Judge 
Haas’ decision in this preliminary stage 
of the suit was handed down on Thurs- 
day, May ist, 1952. It was a definite 
order, the text of which is appended. 
His order neither “threw the case out of 
court” nor “dismissed the suit” as some 
of the newspapers stated nor did it say 
that patients could deal with laboratories 
direct without first going to a licensed 
dentist. 


JUDGE HAAS’ DECISION 


Judge Haas’ decision said, first, that 
the Society’s suit was properly brought. 
He struck out the arguments of the 
laboratories that the Society didn’t have 
the right to sue them and that it wasn’t 
proper to name more than one labora- 
tory in the suit at one time. The labora- 
tories argued that the suit should be 
heard by a jury—a long time-consum- 
ing process that Judge Haas’ decision 
threw out, too. 


Mr. John R. Porter of the firm of Eckert, 
Peterson and Leeming represents the Chi- 
cago Dental Society in its current lawsuit 
to enjoin thirty-two dental laboratories 
from practicing alleged violations of the 
Illinois Dental Practice Act. Some of the 
details of this action are set forth elsewhere 
in this issue. 


The decision went on to say that, in 
his opinion, the Judge felt that a part 
of the 1945 Amendment to the Illinois 
Dental Practice Act, if it was interpreted 
as the Society interpreted it, would con- 
fer an undue privilege upon the dentist 
as he felt it was the privilege of the 
patient to take an impression or a pre- 
scription from the dentist to the labora- 
tory of his choice. The Judge made it 
clear both in a conference in his office 
on April 22, and on the occasion of the 
handing down of his order on May 1 
that he never intended reporters or any- 
one else to get the idea that members of 
the public could go to a dental labora- 
tory direct. They must, he stated, go 
only to a licensed dentist for dentures. 
The legal language setting forth the 
Judge’s thinking on this important point 
will be found in numbered paragraph 5 
in the appended material. It says that 
Section 5A of the Illinois Dental Prac- 
tice Act, to the extent that it prohibits 
laboratories from selling dentures to a 
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patient, where the patient has employed 
a licensed dentist to take the impressions 
and make the fittings, is unconstitutional. 
This is the most vital point at issue in 
the suit as it now stands and the one that 
most concerns the Society and its at- 
torneys. It is to be noted that the Judge’s 
ruling does not invalidate the provisions 
of the Act defining advertisements, an- 
nouncements, directory listings and ad- 
vertising signs used by laboratories. This 
latter material is set forth in numbered 
paragraph 6 of the appended material. 

There follows the legal text of the 
order of May first. The names of the de- 
fendants have not been listed due to 
the space involved and other material 
has been deleted from the preamble as it 
was only incidental to the main body of 
the order. 


IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF 
COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS, 
ORDER WITH RESPECT TO 
DEFENDANTS’ MOTIONS TO 
STRIKE AMENDED 
COMPLAINT 


This cause coming on to be heard 
upon the written motions filed herein 
by the following defendants (not listed) 
to strike and dismiss plaintiff's amended 
complaint for the reasons set forth in 
said motion, and the Court having 
examined said amended complaint and 
said motions to strike, and having heard 
arguments of counsel and considered 
written briefs and authorities submitted 
by counsel for the respective parties, the 
Court is of the opinion: 

1. That the Chicago Dental Society, 
a non profit Illinois corporation, is a 
“resident citizen” of the State of Illi- 


nois and a proper party plaintiff and 


relator herein; 


2. That the amended complaint is not { 


multifarious under the Illinois Civil 
Practice Act and the decisions there- 
under; 

3. That there has not been an improper 
joinder of causes of action; 

4. That the action is one for the 
abatement of a public or common nui- 
sance which can be effectuated by a 
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court of equity and that in such a pro- 
ceeding a trial by jury is not a matter of 
right ; 

5. That Section 5a of the Illinois 
Dental Practice Act, added by the Act 
of May 24, 1945 (Illinois Revised 
Statues, 1951, Chapter 91, par. 60A), to 
the extent that it prohibits the defend- 
ants from selling prosthetic dentures 
(plates), bridges, or other substitutes for 
natural teeth to the user or prospective 
user thereof, where the user or prospec- 
tive user therefor employs a licensed 
dentist who takes the necessary impres- 
sions therefor, and who gives an order or 
prescription therefor, and who makes the 
fitting thereof in the oral cavity, is un- 
constitutional as contravening Sections 1 
and 2 of Article II and Section 22 of 
Article IV of the Constitution of the 
State of Illinois and the Fifth and Four- 
teenth Amendments of the Constitution 
of the United States, and 

6. That said unconstitutional pro- 
vision as defined in the next preceding 
paragraph is severable from the remain- 


Dr. Samuel R. Kleiman, Secretary of the 
Chicago Dental Society, coordinates the 
activity of the Legislative and Law Enforce- 
ment Committee with the policies laid down 
by the officers and Board of Directors. 
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ing portion of said Section 5a and does 
not invalidate the provisions of said 
section restricting and defining the ad- 
vertisements, announcements, directory 
listings, and advertising signs of dental 
laboratories. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, 
ADJUDGED and DECREED that those 
allegations and prayers for relief in the 
amended complaint filed herein against 
the above named defendants, which al- 
lege a violation of that portion, men- 
tioned in subparagraph 5 above, of said 
Section 5a and seek to enjoin the viola- 
tion thereof where the user or prospec- 
tive user employs a licensed dentist to 
take the necessary impressions and to 
give an order or prescription and to 
make the fitting in the oral cavity are 
hereby stricken from said amended com- 
plaint; 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, 
ADJUDGED and DECREED that, ex- 
cept as set forth in the next preceding 
paragraph, all of said motions filed herein 
by the above named defendants to strike 
plaintiff's amended complaint be and the 
same are hereby denied; 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, 
ADJUDGED and DECREED that the 
above named defendants be and the 
same are given hereby thirty days to 
file their respective answers to the 
amended complaint. 

DATED this First day of May, A.D. 


1952 
ENTER: 
/s/ JOHN F. HAAS 
JUDGE 


THE MASTER IN CHANCERY HEARINGS 


Having, at long length, succeeded in 
having its suit admitted to hearing of 
testimony before a Master in Chancery 
the Chicago Dental Society proceeded 
early in the summer of 1952 to present 
evidence before the Master. For those not 
familiar with the function of a Master in 


Chancery it should be explained that the 
Master is an appointee of the Court 
designated to preside over hearings where 
testimony is heard and other matters per- 
taining to the case are presented and 
argued just as they would be in the court- 
room itself. A complete stenographic ac- 
count of the proceedings is made and ab- 
stracted by the attorneys. At the 
conclusion of the hearings the Master 
renders a full account of the hearings to 
the sitting judge for his deliberation and 
action. It is interesting to note here that 
there has been an officer or a director or 
a member of the Legislative and Law En- 
forcement Committee of the Chicago 
Dental Society present at every one of 
the day-after-day hearings of the Master- 
in-Chancery. The main body of testi- 
mony to be presented would relate of 
course to the specific instances of viola- 
tion held by the Society to have been 
committed by the various defendants. 
Before this specific evidence was intro- 
duced however it was felt highly de- 
sirable to make part of the testimony a 
simple but exhaustive description of ex- 
actly what training and experience were 
really necessary to enable an individual 
to carry on the process of creating a well- 
fitting denture. Accordingly, the Society 
requested the help of the Deans of the 
local schools and various of its other 
members qualified to describe the phases 
of education, research, training and post- 
graduate study and practice that are 
deemed essential for the would-be den- 
tists to traverse in the process of becom- 
ing enabled to create and properly fit a 
good denture in the human mouth. The 
dentists and oral surgeons who came to 
the Society’s aid in this enterprise pre- 
pared themselves carefully in advance of 
their hearings in order to place their ob- 
servations in the clearest possible termi- 
nology and, in some cases, prepared exten- 
sive exhibits of equipment and materials 
to better portray the extensive processes 
of denture construction and fitting. It 
might well be noted here that in this 
portrayal the correct role of the ethical 
dental laboratory was exactly presented 
and it was shown that it is an important 
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ally of the dentist. However, the proper 
limits of the role of the laboratory were 
clearly delineated and a correct evalua- 
tion of the relative functions of the den- 
tist and the laboratory technician set 
forth. 

The men who testified in this series 
of hearings for the Society were Drs. 
James H. Keith, Raymond A. Baralt, Jr., 
Charles W. Freeman, Kenneth Austin, 
W. H. Kubacki, R. M. Appleman, Henry 
Glupker, J. R. Carlton, Henry J. Wie- 
land, Harold W. Oppice, Howard S. 
Shepard, Robert J. Wells and LaMar 
W. Harris. The question might arise in 
the reader’s mind as to why the Deans 
of Northwestern and Loyola testified and 
not the Dean at Illinois. These hearings 
were in late July and Dr. Allen Brodie 
was in Europe. 

Subsequent to the hearings above 
which in themselves took up two weeks 
and, with their attendant scheduling ac- 
tivity and study, actually took up an 
entire month the Master in Chancery 
before whom the hearings were in pro- 
gress went on his vacation. This gave 
the Society’s officers an opportunity to 
read over and study the stenographer’s 
report of the material presented in the 
testimony. Hearings before the Master 
were resumed on September 24th. They 
will be held on the set dates, morn- 
ing and afternoon of every Thursday 
and Friday in October and on into 
the winter as a veritable deluge of testi- 
mony is to be adduced, adumbrated 
by cross-examination, swollen by argu- 
ment and spiced by acrimony. This testi- 
mony will present the actual accusations 
of violations of the Dental Practice Act 
before the Master in Chancery. The 
owners and operators of the defendant 
laboratories and witnesses prepared to 
bear witness of illegal acts they are 
claimed to have suffered will appear for 
examination and cross-examination. The 
findings of the Master are reported to the 
Superior Court at the conclusion of the 
hearings and a final decision of the Court 
is handed down at that time. The 
processes of law are long and the results 
may be some time in becoming apparent. 
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THE L. & L. COMMITTEE REPORTS 


Because of two aspects of the lawsuit 
and its relation to the entire local labora- 
tory situation the officers and Board of 
Directors of the Chicago Dental Society 
considered and then tentatively adopted 
the report of Dr. William R. Gubbins, 
Chairman of the Legislative and Law En- 
forcement Committee, made at the Board 
meeting on the 16th of September, 1952. 
The two aspects we refer to are, first, that 
the suit itself may take a very long time 
to come to a definite end and, second, 
even when it is finally and successfully 
concluded, it has only performed its 
planned function of demonstrating the 
inherent strength and validity of the IIli- 
nois Dental Practice Act. Even with the 
strength and validity of the Act con- 
firmed by a successful denouement to the 
suit the problem of enforcement is with 
us yet. Because this Report of the Legis- 
lative and Law Enforcement Committee 
represents a great deal of work on the 
part of the committee chairman and 
members this summer, even the writing 
of it being a considerable undertaking 
for the Chairman, we have chosen to 
print it here deleting only those phrases 
and allusions that would give aid and 
information to the enemy. 

Dr. Gubbins commences his report 
with a covering letter to the Board and 
others, which is reprinted below, and 
then leads into his report which fol- 
lows. The letter is dated August 26th, 
1952 and says: 


To the Members of the Board of Di- 
rectors of the Chicago Dental Society, 
members of the Legislative and Law En- 
forcement Committee of the Society, and 
the officers of the Society: 


This material is in the nature of a 
report on the activity of the Legislative 
and Law Enforcement Committee but 
it contains a proposal, the result of the 
deliberations of the Committee, which 
necessitates and deserves so much study 
and analysis on the part of members of 
the Board of Directors that I have been 


directed by the officers of the Society to 
place it in the hands of the Board mem- 
bers well before the forthcoming Board 
meeting on September 16th in order that 
they might familiarize themselves with 
the details of the proposed plan. 

As a preliminary, brief summary of 
the plan it suffices to say that it is to lay 
out a completely coordinated program of 
action by the L and L Committee to 
bring about an end to the advertising 
laboratories, to divide the supervisory, 
advisory and some of the more important 
personal contact work of carrying out 
this program among five subcommittees 
of the L and L Committee and to employ 
a man who would act as a Program Di- 
rector of the L and L Committee in the 
same capacity that Edgar Stephens now 
occupies with the Committee on Dental 
Health Education. 

With that brief summary of the plan 
I will proceed to a more detailed discus- 
sion of the entire proposal and, further, 
I have prepared and enclosed charts 
showing a breakdown of the various 
duties of the Program Director and of 
the subcommittees. 

This plan is the result of a great deal 
of hard work on the part of the L and 
L Committee. We have met four times 
this past summer—once, as you know, 
together with the Board of Directors on 
June 24 and, since then, on July 1, July 
22 and on August 19. Our Committee 
has been very earnest and enthusiastic in 
their work and has planned to continue 
meeting at least once a month through- 
out the year. This material I am present- 
ing to you today is the fruit of many 
hours of thought and discussion and I 
very sincerely, on the behalf of my com- 
mittee, solicit your attention to its every 
detail. It is certain to be a subject of 
Board discussion and we have here at- 
tempted to make every aspect clear and 
understandable. 


Cordially yours, 


William R. Gubbins, Chairman 
Legislative and Law Enforce- 
ment Committee 


Dr. William R. Gubbins, Chairman of the 
Legislative and Law Enforcement Commit- 
tee, is to be congratulated on the vigorous 
and comprehensive campaign he has 
launched to combat the advertising labora- 
tories. Dr. Gubbins is the author of the 
detailed plan for this campaign contained 
in this issue. 


We have selected the title of Program 
Director as most suitable for the man 
selected to carry on the Committee’s 
work as it most clearly defines his rela- 
tionship to the Committee, its chairman, 
to the officers and Board of Directors and 
to all of the outside groups and indivi- 
duals he would be called upon to work 
with. 

It is the title used by Edgar Stephens 
in his work for the Committee on Dental 
Health Education and the Committee on 
Professional and Public Relations and 
since everyone knows what his relation- 
ships are and how he works, use of the 
same title to describe what are funda- 
mentally the same relationships would 
make for a better understanding by all 
concerned. 

With these Committees mentioned, 
the Chairmen report directly to the 
Board of Directors whenever a descrip- 
tion of their committee’s activity is in 
order. 

This method of reporting would be 


11 


—— = 
% 
— 
— 
— 
8s: 


good for the L and L Committee. Mr. 
Stephens is in touch with Mr. Richard- 
son several times during the day and 
discusses with him matters of policy and 
procedure. Thus he is informed of his 
activities and being in contact with the 
officers daily can discuss with them such 
matters as are serious enough for their 
attention. This would provide a direct 
supervisory control over the activities of 
the Program Director. 

We want to stress the use of the work 
Program as we have a prepared plan of 
action. We are not working aimlessly, 
trying to do something here and some- 
thing there without a pattern. We are 
following a planned procedure. 

We considered having seven subcom- 
mittees of the L and L Committee but 
inthe process of revision this was stream- 
lined down to five subcommittees. I will 
discuss the roles of these five groups, 
bearing in mind that the work of the 
Program Director will be vital in actu- 
ally carrying out the function of each as 
well as coordinating the work of all. 


1. The Legal Action Committee 

This group of three men would keep 
in constant touch with our attorneys, 
consult with them and aid them in the 
prosecution of the suit. They would each 
receive copies of all letters, reports and 
other material from Eckert, Peterson and 
Leeming summarizing them for report 
to the Committee and for me to use in 
making up my reports to the Board of 
Directors. In the process of summarizing 
this material, the subcommittee would 
clear up all legal terminology that ren- 
dered the understanding obscure or 
wherever the operation needed more ex- 
planation. It would all be put into 
words and phrases that would be used 
by any of us in explaining the legal ac- 
tivities to men in the branches. It would 
explain what was being done and why 
it was best to do it that way. 

The Program Director would help 
prepare these summaries. He would be 


present at all conferences between sub-— 


committee members and members of the 
firm of Eckert, Peterson and Leeming. 
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He would assist in carrying out the de- 
tails of planning to have a Chicago Den- 
tal Society member present at every hear- 
ing before the Master in Chancery or 
before a court. He and the members of 
the subcommittee would consult the at- 
torneys whenever it was felt necessary. 

These activities are intended only to 
provide whatever lay assistance our at- 
torneys may require from the Society 
with the utmost efficiency and dispatch. 
A typical function of this Committee 
would be the arrangement of clinical testi- 
mony such as that described on Page g. 

This subcommittee will review the 
files on the lawsuit at the central office 
of the Society and write up a condensed 
history of the suit for the instruction of 
the other members of the L and L Com- 
mittee, the officers and members of the 
Board of Directors and for any others 
that would have need for such knowl- 
edge. 

Appointments to this subcommittee are 
Drs. Farrell, Rakow and Hartley. 


2. Political Action Subcommittee 

This group of three men would form 
the Society’s contact with the State Board 
of Dental Examiners and with the De- 
partment of Registration and Education. 

We feel that it is wise to deal with 
the Board of Dental Examiners and the 
Department of Registration and Educa- 
tion through just one subcommittee. 
First of all, there is the practical angle 
that they are both at 160 North LaSalle 
Street so that one trip would do the 
physical job of meeting with them. 
Second, the Board and the Department 
themselves are closely related. The recom- 
mendations of the Board are cleared by 
the Department while the Department’s 
investigator furnishes evidence for the 
Board to act on. The Board of Dental 
Examiners and the Department of Regis- 
tration and Education are closely allied 
and only one of our groups should deal 
with them. 

Routine contact with the Board and 
the Department would be the job of 
the Program Director but constant per- 
sonal contact by the dentists on the sub- 


committee should be maintained. One or 
more of the subcommittee members 
should attend all of the Board hearings 
whenever possible and, at least, arrange 
to receive reports on the actions and 
findings. 

The Program Director would correlate 
the work of this subcommittee with that 
of the subcommittee of the L and L Com- 
mittee on Publicity and Public Relations 
to see to it that members of the Chicago 
Dental Society, dentists throughout the 
country when necessary, and the general 
public, when advisable, were informed 
about the activities against quack den- 
tistry and quack laboratories. 

The program Director would have to 
cross-relate the work of this subcommit- 
tee and the subcommittee handling the 
press as newspaper people would be a 


churches and clubs to get them to ex- 
clude laboratory advertising. We have 
in mind their calling on editors, church 
leaders and club officers personally to 
explain the situation to them and to in- 
fluence them directly. Such jobs could be 
scheduled well in advance and be car- 
ried out by appointment so as to avoid 
undue imposition on the dentist’s time. 

The Program Director, here again, 
would do most of the ground work for 
this subcommittee such as arranging ap- 
pointments but the contacts would have 
to be made by the dentists themselves. 

In relation to these assignments, not 
for this subcommittee but for all of the 
subcommittees, the Program Director is 
going to be effective only insofar as the 
members of the L and L Committee are 
actively behind him. The most fatal thing 


HERE IS WHAT YOU CAN DO: Report to the Central Office any suspected 
violations of the Illinois Dental Practice Act which may come to your attention. 
Give us the names, addresses, dates, and the illegal service which was rendered. If 
patients of yours, their friends or members of their families, have gone to dental 
laboratories which are doing denture work directly for patients get all possible 
information from them and report it to us. Remember, this is YOUR BATTLE 
FOR EXISTENCE against the competition of the illegal laboratory and the un- 
ethical déntist. Call Mr. Edgar Stephens, RAndolph 6-4076, or send written reports 


to him at 30 North Michigan Avenue. 


prime source of information-in-advance 
of events being setup in Springfield and 
of political straws in the wind. 
Appointments to this subcommittee are 
Drs. Lynch, Kohout and Gilmeister. 


3. Subcommittee on Publicity and 
Public Relations 

This subcommittee would have charge 
of educating the public to the dangers of 
quack dentistry and advertising labora- 
tories. The members of the subcommittee 
would work through the Program Direc- 
tor to get across to the public everything 
they can that will keep its members away 
from the bootleggers. 

One of the subcommittee’s most time- 
consuming jobs would be to work with 
the newspapers, especially the neighbor- 
hood ones, and the publications of 


that can happen is for the committee 
members to get the idea that the Pro- 
gram Director will do all of the work 
while they sit. It will not work. 
Appointments to this subcommittee are 
Drs. Brophy, Pinkerton and Rakow. 


4. Subcommittee on Policy, Profes- 

sional and Trade Relations 

This subcommittee will maintain con- 
tacts with the American Dental Associa- 
tion, the Illinois State Dental Society, 
with the various dental laboratory asso- 
ciations, with dental suppliers and the 
Dental Health Council. 

The Program Director would handle 
routine contacts and exchange of in- 
formation. The dentist members of the 
subcommittee would have, as their main 
goal, obtaining whatever help they can 
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from the A. D. A., State Society and 
other groups as we go along. They would 
correlate information on the policies of 
these two groups. 

They would prepare reports to the na- 
tional and state societies of our activities. 
The importance of our problem here 
would be made clear to these groups so 
that they would be ready to help us when 
the need arises and so they could report 
our activities to their members. There is 
a lot of interest in the Chicago situation 
and this subcommittee could do much to 
create good will if it made an effort, 
through the American Dental Associa- 
tion to keep the nation’s dentists in- 
formed. 


5- Members Information Sub- 

committee 

This group will attempt to bring to 
the rank and file membership of the Chi- 
cago Dental Society a clear and under- 
standable picture of what the Society is 
doing to eradicate the advertising labora- 
tories in Chicago. It would work closely 
with the subcommittee on Publicity and 
Public Relations, have a page in the 
Review explaining antilab activity, write 
letters to complaining members, arrange 
for speakers at branch meetings, arrange 
to speak or have speakers at monthly 
meetings downtown, and perform a simi- 
lar duty for the smaller groups of den- 
tists such as the West Suburban Round 
Table and the Uptown Dental Forum as 
well as the fraternities. The subcommit- 
tee would answer questions, receive com- 
plaints about violations, handle com- 
plaints from patients that have been 
mistreated in laboratories and, from these 
sources, furnish potential witnesses for 
legal action. 

Most of this work would actually be 
done by the Program Director but he 
would have to lean on the dentists in 
his subcommittee continually for guid- 
ance and, very often, to make assignments 
of speakers that would be compatible 
with the group involved. 

One thing that this subcommittee 
could and should do is to pep up the 
reports that are given in branch meet- 
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ings so that the members are encouraged 
and informed at the same time. A dull 
dry report, even when complete, is not 
going to stimulate the members and if 
we are to enjoy the support of our mem- 
bership, that membership must be stimu- 
lated. 

Appointments to this subcommittee are 
Drs. Elman, Brasmer and Bancherel. 


Part Two: The Program Director 


A description of the duties of this in- 
dividual has been placed after a com- 
plete description of the break down of 
the L and L Committees and their 
severally assigned duties because, in large 
part, his duties are the same as theirs. 
His job has to be studied against the out- 
line of the functions of the subcommittees 
listed above. In the very nature of things, 
with dentists as busy as they are and with 
the many demands upon their time these 
days, the duties of the subcommittees are 
going to be mostly carried out by the 
Program Director. What part of them 
and in what detail will depend on just 
how much time and personal effort the 
subcommittee members will devote to 
working and accomplishing things. They 
will spend considerable time in discus- 
sion and planning. 

The Program Director will work with 
all of the subcommittees and keep the 
Chairman of the L and L Committee in- 
formed of the subcommittees activity. 

He will receive complaints of specific 
violations from our members and from 
members of the public, work up reports 
of the violations with evidence and wit- 
nesses and formulate reports to our at- 
torneys, to the Department of Registra- 
tion and Education and, in special cases, 
to the Better Business Bureau. 

He will actively follow up all of these 
cases and see that they are prosecuted 
and report their dispensation to the L 
and L Committee. This would be a phase 
of his larger duty of maintaining liaison 
with the Board and Department, the 
Better Business Bureau, various attorneys, 
editors and so on. 

He should make a study of situations 
similar to ours in other places and study 


how they were handled. He can then 
advise our attorneys of cases that bear 
on our suit and can advise those who 
are considering amendments to the 
dental practice act here. 

He should develop contacts with the 
office of the State’s Attorney, with the 
Better Business Bureau here and in other 
cities. This is in case they can do us some 
good or if we learn where, in other cities, 
the State’s Attorney or Better Business 
Bureau rendered some effective assistance 
that we might benefit from here in Chi- 


cago. 

He should work with the Interprofes- 
sional Committee so that the attitude of 
prospective officials as to help on the 
laboratory situation would be clearly 
understood. 

A résumé of the above would include: 

Meetings with the L and L Commit- 
tee as a whole. 

Meetings with the five subcommittees 
of the L and L Committee. 

Preparation of reports from the sub- 
committees to the L and L Committee 
Chairman. 

Preparation of reports to the Board of 
Directors from the L and L Committee 
Chairman. 

Summarizing, re-wording and present- 
ing attorneys’ reports and legal docu- 
ments for the L and L Committee. 

Attending and reporting on hearings 
before the State Board of Dental Exam- 
iners and perhaps making follow up re- 
ports on further activities of violators. 

Continuous contact with Mr. Porter, 
Mr. Rall and other members of the firm 
of Eckert, Peterson and Leeming work- 
ing on the suit. 

Arranging and carrying out schedules 
so that the Society is always represented 
by a member at hearings before the 
Master in Chancery and other court 
hearings. 

Making contacts with editors both of 
the large metropolitan dailies and the 
smaller newspapers in the neighborhood 
chains. An important group in this field 
is the foreign language newspapers. 

He should analyze all attorney’s fees, 
investigators reports and bills and other 


Mr. Edgar T. Stephens, Program Direc- 
tor of the Society’s Committee on Dental 
Health Education, will assume the duties 
of Program Director of the Legislative 
and Law Enforcement Committee outlined 
elsewhere in this issue. 


expense items.for the information of the 
Finance Committee of the Board. 

He should handle all telephone calls 
from members about the laboratory situa- 
tion, listen to their complaints, take down 
the evidence they are able to present, 
contact patients they have learned have 
gone to laboratories and get their stories. 
He should aid in getting these people 
lined up as witnesses, see that they appear 
to testify and brief them on their court- 
room performances. 

He should be familiar with the policies 
of the A. D. A. and the state society rela- 
tive to the laboratory problems and con- 
fer with their representatives in order 
to be able to report back on their current 
policies and future plans. 


It is felt that the foregoing program is 
complete and to our knowledge accurate. 
The successful termination of this plan 
depends on the complete cooperation of 
all members of the Chicago Dental 
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Society, and in particular, the members 
of the Legislation and Law Enforcement 
Committee. If any member of this com- 
mittee does not cooperate or fulfill his 
obligations, it is our intent to replace him 
with a more suitable and trustworthy 
individual. 


THE ROAD AHEAD 


The foregoing report is admittedly 
complicated and detailed, but the scope 
of our dilemma warrants such treatment. 
This program has been tentatively ap- 
proved by our Board of Directors and is 
subject to moderate changes when justi- 
fied. Prevailing conditions will alter the 
overall picture from time to time but the 
program as outlined should and will lead 
to eventual success in our endeavors. We 
will have powerful help along the way— 
the American Dental Association and the 


Illinois State Dental Society have pledged 


their help and support and are well aware 
of the national implications of the man- 
ner in which we handle the illegal dental 
laboratories in Chicago. The law firm of 
Eckert, Peterson and Leeming is the finest 
available. Those persons hired to carry 
out the program are experienced, able 
individuals, well versed in their fields. 
The various dentist committeemen are 
handpicked for their integrity, knowledge 
and dependability. With this setup then, 
it is hard to envision anything but 
victory. 
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The final consideration will be the role 
played by the respective members of the 
Chicago Dental Society. Above all, we 
must clean our own house. Keep the pro- 
fession-laboratory craft relationship on 
a strictly ethical plane. Avoid having a 
patient deal directly with a laboratory. 
Provide complete written instructions, in- 
cluding the design, with each piece. De- 
mand quality from ourselves as well as 
from those performing our laboratory 
services, for it is through this coopera- 
tion and understanding that dentistry 
has and will continue to be a real health 
service for our patients. 

The members can also help by supply- 
ing information regarding violations in 
their own neighborhoods. You may know 
of a laboratory dealing directly with the 
public, or a person having had a denture 
constructed by one of these laboratories, 
or even a denture repaired. All such in- 
formation is vitally important and 
earnestly requested. Usually a name and 
address is sufficient to enable our investi- 
gators to track down the case. Regard- 
less of how insignificant any of this infor- 
mation may appear to you, it should be 
reported to the Chicago Dental Society, 
30 North Michigan Ave., Chicago a, IIli- 
nois. A member merely complaining about 
the laboratory situation is merely a part 
of the problem; a member actively co- 
operating with his Society to do some- 
thing about the problem is a part of the 
answer. 


Statements from Candidates for Governor, 
Attorney General, and State’s Attorney 


The Legislative and Law Enforcement Committee of the Chicago Dental Society 
has approached each of the candidates for the above mentioned offices in Illinois 
and Cook County and has secured from each a statement relative to his attitude 
toward law enforcement—with special emphasis upon enforcement of the provisions 


of the Illinois Dental Practice Act. 


The statements from these candidates are as follows: 


October 13, 1952 
Chicago Dental Society 
go North Michigan Avenue 
Chicago 2, Illinois 


Gentlemen: 


I pledge strict enforcement of all 
Illinois statutes governing the operations 
of dentists and dental laboratories in this 
state. I further believe that more 
thorough inspection and checking of 
dental operations throughout the state 
particularly to prevent malpractice by 
unauthorized laboratories is necessary. It 
is my present opinion, based on informa- 
tion from competent professional sources, 
that flagrant abuses of the state dental 
laws as evidenced by the large number 
of violations reported to the Chicago 
Dental Society, can be corrected to a 
large extent through insistence of a more 
efficient operation of the Department of 
Registration and Education. 

Sincerely yours, 
William G. Stratton 
Candidate for Governor 


October 11, 1952 
Gentlemen: 


I was happy to receive your communi- 
cation with the outcome of our confer- 
ence, which clearly showed that we have 
a meeting of the minds with reference 
to regulation and practice of all pro- 
fessions in Illinois, including the practice 
of dental surgery and dentistry. 

It is my belief that the State authori- 


ties should support professional men and 
women in their aim to require high pro- 
fessional standards, and to protect them 
from competition with less qualified and 
less ethical persons. 

I am 100 per cent in favor of vigorous 
enforcement of the Illinois Dental Prac- 
tice Act, and all other laws designed to 
protect the health of the public. 

I believe we must constantly be alert 
to protect the public from any unquali- 
fied or untrained practitioners in medi- 
cine or dentistry or other skills which 
affect the health of the community. 

Yours truly, 
Sherwood Dixon 
Candidate for Governor 


October 10, 1952 
Gentlemen:. 


Responding to your telephoned mes- 
sage of October gth, I wish to inform 
you that criminal violations of the Den- 
tal Practice Act are prosecuted by the 
State’s Attorneys of the various counties 
within the State. 

The Attorney General represents the 
Department of Registration and Educa- 
tion in matters pertaining to violations 
of the Act after a hearing has been con- 
ducted and the violation ruled on by that 
Department; and the individual prac- 
titioner has appealed such ruling to the 
Circuit Court for Administrative Review. 
It is then that the Attorney General 
represents the Department of Registra- 
tion and Education in support of its 
rulings. 
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I have, during the past four years, 
vigorously supported the findings of the 
Department of Registration and Educa- 
tion, and on occasion have appealed the 
finding of the Circuit Court to the Su- 
preme Court of Illinois in an effort to 
uphold the findings of the Department. It 
has been my policy, during my tenure of 
office, to make every possible effort to see 
to the enforcement of the provisions of 
the Dental Practice Act, and I shall con- 
tinue to follow this policy in the future. 


Very truly yours, 

Ivan A. Elliott 

Attorney General 
Candidate for re-election 


October 9, 1952 
Gentlemen: 


I am glad to have the opportunity of 
making the following statement for the 
Chicago Dental Societys FORT- 
NIGHTLY REVIEW for the purposes 
which you have outlined: 

As chief law-enforcing officer of the 
state as well as lawyer for all the people 
of Illinois, the Attorney General should 
be particularly sensitive to any violation 
of statutes which protect the health and 
welfare of citizens. 

It is known that certain laboratories 
presently are operating in violation of the 
Illinois Dental Practice Act and that cer- 
tain individuals circumvent the provi- 
sions of the act by practicing without 
meeting stipulated educational and lic- 
ensing requirements. I will, if elected, 
give my close attention to all such viola- 
tions and I will act vigorously in this area 
whenever necessary. 


Very sincerely yours, 
Latham Castle 
Candidate for Attorney-General 


October 11, 1952 
Gentlemen: 


If I am elected State’s Attorney, the 
office will be divided into three divisions, 
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Criminal, Civil, and Cook County Bu- 
reau of Investigation. Each will be under 
a Chief, who will have power and re- 
sponsibility for the successful operation 
of his division. 

I will organize a staff of honest, 
capable, and fearless men and women of 
skill and competence, who know legal 
evidence when they see it; who can draw 
indictments which will not be quashed, 
and who know how to try cases so that 
juries will convict. 

An investigation unit schooled in crime 
fighting methods and patterned after the 
FBI is undoubtedly the answer to the 
appalling situation which exists in Chi- 
cago today. The State’s Attorney is em- 
powered by law to investigate crime as 
well as to prosecute criminals, but the 
former activity has been almost com- 
pletely neglected for the past 20 years. 

In this manner and by these means, I 
propose to give Cook County an adminis- 
tration of criminal justice which will be 
fair and decent, and at the same time, 
relentless and impeccable—administra- 
tion of justice which can not be bought, 
which will be difficult to evade, and 
which in the long run cannot be escaped 
by any criminal, however powerful his 
political connections. 


Sincerely yours, 

Granville Beardsley 
Candidate for State’s Attorney 
of Cook County. 


October 13, 1952 
Gentlemen: 


It is the duty of the State’s Attorney 
to enforce the laws that are on the statute 
books. I know and shall know of no ex- 
ceptions. The Illinois Dental Practice Act 
is one of those statutes. I appreciate its 


_ purpose, sympathize with its aims and 


shall enforce it. 


(signed) John Gutknecht 
Candidate for State’s Attorney 
of Cook County 
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